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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This is a Non-final First Office Action on the Merits. Claims 1-20 as originally 
filed on 4/4/2006 are examined herein. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1 -1 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites: A graphical user interface ...comprising simultaneous 
display of multiple alarms.... However, it is unclear what statutory class the claimed 
invention belongs. The "interface" is not claimed with any structure for the displaying 
nor steps of displaying; rather, the claim recites merely an arrangement or content of 
information on alarms and related data. At least one interpretation of a "graphical user 
interface... comprising simultaneous display..." is that of a visual display of information 
(non-functional data) to provide to an operator visual indicia of alarm priority and alarm 
age. Claims 2-17 depend from claim 1 and are similarly deficient because each merely 
modifies the display, arrangement or content of alarm or alert information, and where 
the display may call for function (e.g. claim 12), it is not clear how the "means to 
navigate" is related to the "interface" as specifically claimed. Claim 18 similarly appears 
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to claim (or encompasses a claim to) a graphical user interface comprising information, 
i.e. non-functional display of data. 

Appropriate amendment or clarification is requested. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

5. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim 1 recites: A graphical user interface... comprising simultaneous 
display of multiple alarms.... However, the "interface" is not claimed with any 
structure for the displaying nor steps of displaying; rather, the claim recites merely an 
arrangement or content of information on alarms and related data, and at least one 
interpretation of a "graphical user interface... comprising simultaneous display..." is that 
of a visual display of information (non-functional data) to provide to an operator visual 
indicia of alarm priority and alarm age. Claims to mere arrangements of non-functional 
on a display are ineligible for patenting under 35 U.S.C. 1 01 . Claims 2-1 7 depend from 
claim 1 and are similarly deficient because each merely modifies the display, 
arrangement or content of alarm or alert information. 

Claim 18 similarly appears to claim (or encompasses a claim to) a graphical user 
interface comprising information, i.e. non-functional display of data. Merely claiming 
nonfunctional descriptive material, i.e., abstract ideas, stored on a computer-readable 
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medium, in a computer, or on an electromagnetic carrier signal, does not make it 
statutory. See MPEP § 2106.01 

By contrast, claim 19 recites: A machine readable medium having 
instructions stored thereon that, when executed, causes a machine with at least 
one monitor to generate a graphical user interface ... thereby reciting a tangible 
medium with stored instructions for a machine performing at least one step of 
generating a display on a monitor, which is statutory subject matter. 

Appropriate amendment is requested. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Bristol 
(US Pat. No. 6,535,122). 

Claims 1-18 

Bristol teaches a graphical user interface for a process control system that 
includes a plurality of data inputs and a variety of alarms for said data inputs (see 
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Figures 5, 6, and 9). The remainder of claim 1 , and the further limitations of claims 2-1 8 
recite encompass non-functional descriptive material (see above, rejections under 35 
U.S.C. 112, 2 nd paragraph). By broadest reasonable interpretation (that of 
encompassing an arrangement of information, as above) and because the content and 
arrangement of data on the display is not recited in a manner that structurally or by acts 
modifies "the interface" (as apparatus or process, depending on interpretation), the 
details of "simultaneous display" as recited do not carry patentable weight. 

Examiner notes that Bristol (cited above) and other of the cited patents teach 
some or all of the limitations of claims 1-18. In formulating a response to rejections 
herein, Applicant is advised to consider the references in their entirety as well as the 
context of the teachings within the prior art and within what the prior art as a whole 
would have suggested to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bristol 
(US Pat. No. 6,535,122) in view of Ashcraft et al. (US Pat. No. 6,810,337). 
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Claim 19 

Bristol teaches a machine readable medium (column 19, line 24) having 
instructions stored thereon that, when executed, causes a machine with at least 
one monitor to: 

generate a graphical user interface for a process control system that 
includes a plurality of data inputs and a variety of alarms for said data inputs, the 
interface including simultaneous display of multiple alarms (see Figure 5) 

wherein the each of alarm displays provide indicia of alarm priority (Figure 
4 (1253a), each of the alarm displays comprising contextual information about the 
alarm (Figures 4 and 5), the interface further comprising 

simultaneous display of indicia of all other active alarms of at least one of a 
common control module, a common equipment module or a common process 
unit (Figure 4: for the "styrene plant"), 

a plurality of alarm profiles wherein alarms are grouped by at least one of 
time span, plant area, process unit and equipment module, the alarm profiles 
being super imposable on a process graphic display so that alarm profiles can be 
seen in the spatial context of equipment schematics depicted in the process 
graphic display (Figure 4: for the "styrene plant", alarms "superimposed" on the plant 
diagram (1210b)). 

However, Bristol does not expressly teach display of alarm information including 
alarm age. 
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Ashcraft et al. teaches display of alarm age (Figure 3) using (Figure 2a) alarm 
age for prioritizing remediation activities based on alarm age to the benefit of operators 
and managers (Bristol, column 2, lines 41-55). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to display such alarm age in Bristol 
because, in view of Ashcraft and Bristol's own teaching of the prioritization of alarms 
(Figure 4 (1253a)), displaying alarm age with the alarm information would have further 
assisted in the remediation of alarms by having "accurate information related to the age 
of the alarms." 

10. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bristol in 
view of Ashcraft et al. as above for claim 19, and further in view of Havekost et al (US 
Pat. No. 5,768,119). 
Claim 20 

Bristol teaches the machine readable medium of claim 19 (as above); however 
Bristol does not expressly teach display of a plurality of different operator definable 
display alerts for augmenting the simultaneous display of multiple alarms. 

Havekost expressly teaches as old and well known in the art operator definable 
display alerts for augmenting the simultaneous display of multiple alarms (see 
Summary, column 3) for the advantage of allowing the user/operator to set alarm 
conditions customized to the application. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide such operator definable display 
alerts in Bristol as this would have gained similar advantage to the local control of 
particular alarms for the monitoring and displaying in Bristol's Styrene plant. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dave Robertson whose telephone number is (571)272- 
8220. The examiner can normally be reached on 9 am to 5 pm, M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Albert Decady can be reached on (571) 272-3819. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Dave Robertson/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2121 



